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The flavonoids, together with phenolic acids
and their esters, are considered the main bioac-
tive components of propolis at the moment.
These compounds have important antioxidant,
antibacterial, antifungical, antiviral and anti-
tumoral properties. It is known that Apis
mellifera collects the resins from several plants,
therefore the chemical composition of propolis
will vary according to the flora of each region.
This work was carried out in order to evaluate
the content of these compounds in the Argen-
tine propolis from different regions of the coun-
try in the mark of the project “Physical and
chemical characterization of Argentinean
extracts”. The total
flavonoids content was located among 3.61%
for the Chaquenean Park and 12.28% for the
Calchaqui Valley.
Pampean Steppe, Cuyo and Calchaqui Valley
were superior to those reported by Bonvehi et
al. (1990) in propolis from Brazil, Uruguay and
China. The values determined in samples from
Chaquenean Park was slightly superior to the
one reported by Woisky and Salatino (1998) for
Brazilian propolis. Different composition of
flavonoids and phenols in propolis from differ-
ent regions of Argentine are shown by the UV
spectrum. The preliminary results allow to
affirm that the Argentinean propolis presents a

Propolis and their

The values found in the

high content of biologically active compounds
as the flavonoids.



